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LO CASTILLO EXP10RTACIONES LTDA.
Alcant.a 200 Of 301:J
Las Condes
Santiago-chile
56-2-244..0016

Docket Clerk
Marketing Order Administration Branch
Fruit and Vegetable Programs
AMS, USDA
1400 Independence Avenue, SW
STOP 0237
Washington, DC 20250-0231

FAX (202) 720-S938
E-MAIL moab,docke'tcle*@usda .gov
INTeRNET tlttPll/www.reauI8tions.go~

RE: Docket No. FVO3-92s..1 PR
Federal RegisterVol.70, No. 100, Page 30001
Gra~8S Grown In a Designated Area of South.estern California and
Imported Table Grapes; Proposed Chango In Regulatory Period
COMMENTS IN OPPOSmON TO PROPOSED CHANGE

Dear Docket Clerk:

La Castillo ExpOrtaclones Ltda. oppoaas the above r&f9renced change
in the effective date of Table Grape Marketing Order 925 and the companion
Table Grape Import JRegulation 4 that Will further restrict table grapes suppli8d
from Chile. La 088flllo Exportaclones Ltda. 15 In the business of exporting
Chilean agricultural commodities, and ships approximately 100.000 boxes of
freeh table grapes to U1e U.S. during the months of J.nuary through April.

to C..tJllo E:xport8clon.. Ltdl, concurJ with, and Incorporate& herein by
referen~, the detailed r..ammenta and $upportlng data submItted by IASOEX, the Chil(Sun
Exporters .Association. Splciftcally, Lo c.tttilo Exportaclonultda. u~ea the agency to
r~j.r;l the propond chtnge In the regulatory period beC4ule :

The PrcpOteQ ~\flo I"'pole. markotlng order atand_rd. an Chilean ,uppllel when no
domestic v.net!" 81"8 Ivail8bleJ end theref~ CQnstJtut04 & nonAt8r1" barrl.r contrary to thD
terms ofWTO AQreemerrts and the U.S.-Chile Fres Trldl Agrlsment.

1. The Proposed Rule assesses inspection teas starting April 1 when
no domestic supplies are being so charged, and thereby violates
Article III and Article VIII of GAll 1994. '

2. The change in the beginning effective date of M&rk8!jng Order 925
and Tabla Grape Import Regulation 4 from April 20 to April 1 will
have a direct negative Impact on our business. [Name of the
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company] ships [number ofbox9s or volume] Of fresh table grspe$

Ito the U.S. from April 1 to April 20. If the Pro~S8d Rule should be
adopted, the ettfmatBd value of the table greFles to be excluded
from shipment is $ 200.000 ;
The Proposed RUl8 does not contain any evidence af cir~mventlon
by Chilean table grapes s\lffr~ent to warrant ttjJe FX"oPOSOO cl1ange.
The ctlange in date from April 20 to April 1 will create an artificial
shortage of table grapes since there is no other commereially
slgnlfJc:ant and fellable supply from any sour~ oUler than Chile.
The CI1ilesn grapes supplied from April 1 to the earliest
comml~rclally significant supplle. of grapes rrqm Coad)ella Valley
in CalnFomia meet marketing ijpe~fica.tjon8 from retail chains that
are more stringent In some respects than the \11srketing order

requirements, :
The ~rop08~ chance cennot be validly bas$d on a 20 year-old
survey Of COld s1orag~ practices. i
The propos8d change can rX:>t be j'-istlfled und~r the criteria
astablish&d by the AMAA for a. change In the ~eglnning effective
dsl9 of Marketing Order 925 or the oompanio~ Tabla Grape Import
Regulation 4 In view of the record prices received by Coache!la
Valley grower8 in tt1e last two seasons. :
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